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ADMINISTRATION— 

1. Costs of probate action—Personal estate insufficient—Real 
estate.—Shaw, Re, Bridger v. Shaw, OH.D, KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 159 

2, Exoneration—Charge—Locke King’s Acts (17 & 18 Vict. c. 
118; 30 & 31 Vict. c. 69).—Kidd, Re, Bloomer v. Withall, on.D. 
NORTH, J., W.R. 51 

3. Old suit—No decree made—Funds in court—Parties entitled 
—Petition for inquiries—Inability to trace representatives of testa- 
tor’s executors—Revivor dispensed with.— Ballard v. Milner, 0H.D. 
CHITTY, J., $.J, 217 

4. Will—Direction to pay debts—Specific bequest of personalty 
on charged.—Butler, Re, Le Bas v. Herbert, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
J., W.R. 190 


ADMIRALTY— 

1. Practice—-Damage—Jurisdiction — ‘Damage done by any 
ship ’—Personal damage caused by fall down hatchway of ship 
within the body of a county not recoverable in admiralty—Admi- 
ralty Court Act, 1861 (24 Vict. c. 10), 8. 7.—*‘ Theta,” The, P.D. & 
A.D., W.R. 160 

2. Practice—Damage—Tender—Assessment of damages less than 
the amount tendered—Refusal to pay out whole of tender to the 
plaintiff—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 22, rr. 1-5; ord. 72, r. 3.—** Mona,” 
The, B.D. & a.D., W.R, 173 

3. Practice—Damage—Tug in tow in collision with third ship— 
Admiralty rule of division of damage—No contribution amongst 
tortfeasors.—‘‘ Englishman,” The, P.D. & A.D., W.R, 62 

4. Practice—Jurisdiction—Necessaries supplied to foreign ship in 
foreign port—Action in rem—Admiralty Court Act, 1840 (3 & 4 
Vict. c. 65), s. 6—Admiralty Court Act, 1861 (24 Vict. c. 10), s. 5. 
ay Mecca,” The, Cory v. The ‘‘ Mecca,” The (Owners of), APP., 

J. 1382 

See also County Court, 1 


ADULTERATION— 
Food—Margarine—Proceedings to recover ty—Necessity 
for analysis—Margarine Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. o. 29), s. 12— 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), as. 14, 20. 
—Smart v. Watts, a.B.D., §.J, 135 
ADVOWSON— 
See Ecclesiastical Law 
AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 1 
ARBITRATION— 
Lands Clauses Acts—Fees of arbitrator.—Hugh-Jones v. North, 
LIVERPOOL COUNTY CouRT, §.J. 220 
See also Building Society, 1; Practice, 18 
ASSIGNMENT— 
See Practice, 7 
BANKRUPTCY— 
1, Act of bankruptcy—Goods taken in execution—Possession by 
sheriff for twenty-one days and subsequent sale—Notice—Title of 
trustee in bankruptcy—Bankruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 


8. 45— tey Act, 1890 (53. & 54 Vict. c. 71), as. 1, 11 (2).— 
ona Trustee in Bankruptcy of ) v. Brown, app., 8.J. 152; 
‘ 5 


2. Act of bankruptcy—Notice of intention to d ent 
—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 4 ().—Waite, Re, 
Bentley Breweries, Ex parte, skoy., §.J. 136; W.R. 208 

3. Act of Sy ct og Bip of petitioning creditor to deed of 
assignment by debtor for benefit of creditors.—Adamson, Re, Viney, 
Ex parte, sxoy., 8.J, 12; W.R. 192 

4, Amendment of petition—Adding creditors after expiration of 
three months from date of act of Pp in petition— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 3) 8. 6, sub-section 1 (a) 
(c); ss. 105 (3), 107.—Maund, Re, Maund, Ex parte, BKcy., 8.J. 
136; W.R. 207 





5. Annulment of adjudication—Debtor’s petition—Abuse of 
cess of court-——Bankruptcy Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 106), s. §3— 


‘ 


Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. 0. 134), 8. 86— 


Bankruptcy 
é 32 & 33 Vict. c. 71)—Bankru Act, 1883 (46 & 4 
Viot. 0, 52). fiy Polis “Act 1 tts & 84 Vict. © 


Vict. c. 52), ss. 5, 8 (1), 35 (1)— 
45), 8. 7 TY ciate, Ex parte, Painter, Re, pxoy., W.R. 144 


6. Bankruptcy notice issued against a widow on a judgment 
ict. c. 


obtained inst her while a married wo 
Bankruptey Act, 1883 (48 @ 47 Vick © 02 , 8. 4, sub-section 1 (9) 
—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r, 136; A: , Form No. 6.—Hewett, 
zat “Part reli A, ap against firm Re- 

+ Partn p— — 
ceiving order against firm—Amendment—. Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 5) ss. 4, 5, 6, 105— 1886, rr. 
260, 262, 264—R. 8. ©., 1883, ord. 48a, rr. 5, 8.—Lovell v. Beau- 
champ, H.L., W.R, 129 

8. Petitioning creditor’s debt—Judgment debt—Com 
Power of court to inquire into consideration.— Hawkins, 


Ex parte, arp., $.J. 115 
Oe: debt—Merger of debt in jeer & 


mise— 
Troup, 


9. Petitioning creditor's ‘ 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 8. 7 (2) (3).—King & 
Beesley, Re, sxcy., $.J.12; W.R. 78 

10. Practice—Costs—Small bankrup 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 72, 73, 121—Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 15—Bankruptcy Rules, 
1886, 112 (2), 124.—Marsh, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, BKOY., 8.J. 
83; W.R. 208 ; 

11. Proof—Interest—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), 
8, 28.—Holland, Re, Parker, Kx Bkoy., W.R, 16 

12. Property of t_freneral lien of warehousemen— 


Custom of trade in B —Oatford, Re, Carr, Ex parte, BKOY., 


8.J. 65 ; W.R. 159 ss 
13. Protected transaction— or transaction with bankrupt 
—Charging order on fund in court— Act, 1883 (46 & 47 


Meg c. 52), ss. 45, 49 (d).—O’Shea, Re, Courage v. O'Shea, APP., 
J. 168 

14. Settlement—Post-nuptial settlement—Proviso as to cesser of 
interest in case of bankruptcy—Bankruptey of settlor of of 
trust property—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 47—Married Woman’s 
Property Act, 1882, s. 3.—Mackintosh v. Pogose, CH.D, STIRLING, J., 
8.J. 113, 218 : 

15. Voluntary settlement—Avoidance—Puisne incumbrancers— 
Priority—Bankruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 8. 47.— 
Sanguinetti v. Stuckey’s Bank, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 59; W.R. 154 

See also Settlement, 3 


BETTING— ‘ ‘ 
1. Criminal law—Place—User of for purpose of be with 
rsons resorting thereto—Evidence—Betting Act, 1853 (16 & 17 
Vict. c. 119), 8. 1.—Reg. v. Worton, 0.0.R., 83.114 : 

2. Criminal law—Using house for purpose of with per- 
sons resorting thereto— i on Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), ss. 1, 3.—Reg. v. Brown, 0.0.B., . 64 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 


Bill drawn with blank spaces—Alteration—F —Negligence 
in accepting bill so drawn—Estoppel—Liability tor for 
amount of altered bill.—Scholjield vy. Londesborough, arr., §,J, 164 

See also Cheque 
BILL of SALE— 
Time limit 


1. Assignment for benefit of creditors— 
for assenting to deed—Notice—Bills of 
Vict. c. 31), s. oe Vv. meee pa ge pe 219 ns 

2. i t of hi 

ee aes as Gora (Yak 
c. 31, s. 8.—Isaacson, Re, Mason, Ex parte, pkoy., 8.J. 169; W.R. 


128 

3. Consideration truly stated—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 
Vict. ¢, 31), s. 10 3)_-Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. o. 43), 
8. 8.—Smith, Re, buck, Ex parte, BKCY., . 182; WR. 208 


BUILDING SOCIETY— 
1, Arbitration—Withdrawing member—Dispute with society— 


‘Act, 1878 (41 & 42 


ce 
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Appointment of arbitrators after issue of writ—Building Societies 
1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 42), ss. 16 (9), 34.—Norton v. Counties 


Conservative Building Society, arv., 8.3.95; W.R. 178 


2. Dissolution—Liability of advanced members—Power to vary 


—Building Societies Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 42), s. 32—Build- 
ing Societies Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 47), 8. 10.—Kemp v. Wright, 
app., §.J. 43 


3. Rule as to “ withdrawals”—Action by member of society— 


Representation that he sued on his own behalf and that of other 
members—Summons to amend.—Botten v. City and Suburban 
Building Society, cH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 218 

See also Company, 6 


CAIRNS’ (LORD) ACT— 
See Injunction, 2 


1, Charity Commissioners—J urisdiction— Endowment — College 
—Exhibition—Public school—Endowed school—Endowed Schools 
Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 56), ss. 4, 5, 6, 8, 24—Endowed Schools 
Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 87), s, 9—Endowed Schools Act, 1874 
(37 & 38 Vict. c. 87), s. 6.—Attorney-General v. Christ Church, 
Oaford (Dean of ), CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 198 

2. Endowment— Voluntary subscriptions and donations—Invest- 
ment in land—Charity Commissioners—J urisdiction—Charitable 
Trasta Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 137), ss. 62, 66.—Clergy Orphan 
Corporation, Re, arr., W.R. 150 

3. Will—General charitable purpose—Particular charity—Failure 
of object—Lapse—Cy-prés.—Rymer, Re, Rymer v. Stanfield, aPP., 
8.J. 26; W.R. 87 

4. Will—Gift of residuary real and personal estate to charity 
subject to life interests—Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1888 
(51 & 52 Vict. c. 42), s. 4 (1), (2), (3), (6)—Mortmain and Charit- 
able Uses Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 73), s. 5.—Hume, Re, Forbes 
v. Hume, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 60; W.R, 188; app., 8.3. 216 


CHEQUE— 

Post-dated cheque —Validity of—Holder for value—Banker and 
customer—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), s. 38—Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61), ss. 13, 73.—Royal Bank 
of Scotland v. Tottenham, apr., W.R. 22 

See also Contract, 2 


COMPANY— 
1, Debenture—Affixing seal to—Articles of association—Irregu- 
larities in issue of debentures—Valuable consideration—Notice.— 
Davies v. Bolton & Co., CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 171 
2. Guarantee company — Articles, alteration of — Resolution 
declaring members’ interests in shares—Resolution not ultrd vires— 
Companies Act, 1862, ss. 8, 9, 14.—Malleson v. General Minerals 
Patents Syndicate, o1.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 41 
3. Manager—Cattle ranche—Payment by percentage on ‘net 
proceeds”’—Increased value of cattle.—O’Meara v. Sante Fé Co., 
OH.D. NORTH, J., §.J, 27 
4. ntributory—Signature of memorandum by mem- 
ber of firm—Application for see by firm—Director—Qualifica - 
tion mtract—Intention—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 
Vict. ¢. 89), s. 23.—Glory Paper Mills Co., Re, Dunster’s case, APP., 
W.R. 164 ; 
5. Winding up—Allotment—Application for shares— Withdrawal 
of application—Authority of clerk in registered office—Contribu- 
tory—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), ss. 23, 39.— 
wat Assets Corporation, Re, Truman’s case, CH.D. WRIGHT, J. 

6. Winding up—Building society—Society of less than seven 
aitataes Sahieialien— Veter and purchaser—Companies Act, 
1862, s. 199.—Bowling v. Wilby, cH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J, 134 

7. Winding up—Deceased shareholder—Scotch sequestration— 
Title to shares—Surplus assets—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 46.— 
Tuticorin Cotton Press Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J. 
61; W.R, 190 

8. Winding up—Directors—Misfeasance—Auditors—Dividends— 
Payment of— Balance-sheet — Profits — Advances on improper 
securities—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), 
a and General Bank, Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 

. 180 

9. Winding Director—Qualification of director—Agreement 
to take Ghapes~Wieiaiieated Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 23.— 
Tesue Co., Re, OH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J. 81 

10. Winding up—Dividend—Net profits—Estimate— Payment of 
‘dividend out of estimated profits—Stale demand—Resolution for 
dividend—Directors’ remuneration—Interest—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, 
s. 28.—Peruvian Guano Co., Re, cH.D. WRIGHT, 3., W.R. 170 

11. Winding up—Occupation of premises by liquidator—Bene- 
ficial occupation—Liability for rates.—Blazer Fire Lighter Co., Re, 
CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J. 81 

12, Winding up— Petition —- Compulsory order— Debt under 


agreement wi 





voluntary liquidator—Sufficiency of debt—Agree- } . 








_ Oe 


ent for sale by liquidator—-Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. ¢, ~ 
89), ss. 95, 133, 145, 161.—Bank of South Australia, Re, on.p, 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 135 

13. Winding up—Public examination— Report of official receiver 
—Fraud—Companies (Winding up) Act, 1890), s. 8.—General ~ 
Phosphate Corporation, Re, arr. §.J. 28; W.R. 34 

14. Winding up—Reconstruction scheme—Official receiver— 
Board of Trade—Jurisdiction of court over official receiver—Mis- 
feasance proceedings against directors of old company—Costs— 
Reservation in scheme—Joint-Stock Companies Arrangement Act, 
1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 184), s. 2—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), ss. 8, 10.—New Zealand Loan and Agency 
(0o., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 61 

15. Winding up—Scheme of arrangement—Transfer to new com- 
pany—Creditor—Contingent liability Companies Act, 1862(25 & 26 
Vict. c. 89), 8. 158—Joint-Stock Companies Arrangement Act, 1870 
(33 & 34 Vict. c. 104), 8. 2.—Midland Coal, &c., Co., Re, Craig’s 
case, APP., §.J, 112 

16. Winding up—Shares—Issuing at a discount—Distribution of 
assets—Rights of contributories inter se—Companies Act, 1862 
(25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 33—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 
131), s. 25 —Railway Time Tables Publishing Co., Re, arr., 8.J. 79; 
W.R, 117 

See also Estoppel ; Infant; Receiver, 2; Trade Name 


CONTEMPT— 
Hearing in camera—Publication of proceedings.—Martindale, Re, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 53 


CONTRACT— 

1. Construction—Covenant to transfer ‘‘ £1,000 worth of shares.” 
—Mcliquham v. Taylor, arr., §.J, 42 

2. Joint contract—Joint guarantee—Cheque given by one joint 
guarantor—Unsatisfied judgment on cheque—Action against other 
guarantor or guarantee—Les judicata.—Wegg-Prosser v. Evans, 
ApP., 8.J, 26; WR. 66 

3. Service—Negative stipulation really affirmative—Breach—In- 
junction.— Davis v. Forman, 0H.D. KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 168 

also Company, 4, 5; County Court, 4; Infant; Married 
Woman, 1; Practice, 24 


COPYRIGHT— 

1. Picture or coloured plate—Periodical—Literary Copyright 
Act, 1842—Fine Arts Copyright Act, 1862—Injunction.—Comyns 
v. Hyde, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J, 201 

2. Sporting paper—Publication of “ selections ””—‘‘ Headings” 
—Injunction.—Chilton v. Progress Printing Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
Sos WE. 136 


COUNTY COURT— ; 

1, Admiralty—Appeal—Practice—Jurisdiction—County Courts 
Admiralty Jurisdiction Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 71), ss. 26, 3I— 
County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c.43), s. 120.—‘‘ Delano,” 
7 Neptune Steam Navigation Co. v. Sclater, arp., 8.J. 42; 

RK, 65 

2. Bailiff—Misconduct by certificated bailiff—Distress Amend- 
ment Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 21), s. 7.—Gurden, Re, MARYLE- 
BONE COUNTY couRT, §.J. 169 

3. Costs—Admitted set-off—Credit given to defendant on writ— 
Credit not assented to by defendant before action—Reduction 
of claim by amount of credit—Jurisdictioa—County Courts Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 57.—Lovejoy v. Cole, 9.B.D., W.R. 48 

4. Costs—Contract or tort—Action in High Court—Misfeasance 
—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), 6. 116.—TZaylor 
v. Manchester, &c., Railway Co., arr., §.J. 42; W.R. 120. 

5. Practice—Jurisdiction — Remitted action — Action in High 
Court—Counter-claim for unliquidated dam urisdiction to 
remit counter-claim to county court—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 
& 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 65.—Guilford v. Lambeth, 0.3.D., W.R. 45; 
arr., 8.J. 58; W.R. 97 

6. Practice — Jurisdiction — Remitted action—Counter-claim for 
unliquidated damages—County Courts Act, 1888, s. 65.—-Morgan v. 
Bullen, Q.B.D., 8.J, 152 

See also Solicitor, 1; Tithe 








COVEN ANT— 


Restrictive covenant—Not to use premises as a public-house or 
beershop—Breach of covenant—Interlocutory injunction.— Devon- 
shire (Duke) v. Simmons, OH.D. STIRLING, J., . 60 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 2; Practice, 20; Railway, 6 


CRIMINAL LAW— 


1. False pretences—Sufficiency of indictment—Allegation of 
false pretences made ‘‘to ker Majesty’s subjects ’—Evidence— 
Handwriting— Witness not a professional expert.—Reg. v. Silver- 
lock, 0.0.R., W.R, 14 : 

2. False pretences—Receiving knowing them to have been 
obtained by a false preten: ing out false pretence in the 
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“inditawent—24 & 26 Vict. c. . 96, 8. 95.—Reg. v. Taylor, 0.B.D., 8.3. 
; W.R, 24 
” See also Betting, 1, 2 


DOMICIL— 
Will—Land situate in Sardinia—Trusts invalid by Italian law— 
Proceeds of sale.—Piercy, Re, Whitwham v. Piercy, OH.D. NORTH, J. 
§.J.43; W.R, 134 


EASEMENT— 
Light—Enjoyment for twenty a of commencement of 
period of prescription—-2 & 3 4, c. 74, ss. 3, 4.—Collis v. 
Laugher, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 203 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW— 
Advowson—Co-owners—Right of presentation—Turns—Cyclical 
order—Usurpation—Exchange of livings.—Keen v. Denny, OH.D. 
currty, J., W.R. 39 


ELECTION LAW— 

Registration—Duplicate entry—Option of elector—Objection to 
exercise of option —Right of appeal—Registration Acts, 1843 (6 
Vict. c. 18), 8. 42; 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 26), s. 28; et x Vict. 
c. 15), 8. 5.—Reg. v. Liverpool Revising Barrister, 9.8.D., 8.5. 28 


ESTOPPEL— 

Judgment by consent—es judicata—Company—Winding up— 
Proof.—South American and Mexican Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN 
WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 107; apr., $.J. 27; W.R. 131 

See also Bill of Exchange ; Trustee, 3 


EXECUTOR— 
See Will, 6 


FISHERY— 
Salmon Fisheries—Salmon Fishery Act, 1865—River—Tributary. 
—FEvans v. Owen, 2.8.D., §.FJ, 152 


GAMING— 
See Betting, 1, 2 


HIGHWAY— 
See Water, 1 


INCLOSURE— 
Construction of Act—Separate ownership of surface and minerals 
—Right to work minerals—Right to let down surface—Com 
tion clause—General canons of construction of Inclosure ots.— 
Bell v. Dudley { Earl), on.D. currry, 3., 8.3. 79; W.R, 122 


INFANT— 


Contract—Company—Agreement to take shares—Repudiation— 
Failure of consideration—-Right to recover money paid up on 
shares.— Hamilton v. Vaughan-Sherrin Electrical Co., CH.D, STIR- 
LING, J., W.B, 126 

Ree also Bankruptcy, 7 


INJUNCTION— 

1. Confidential relation—Manager and actor — Breach of con- 
fidence—New play—Publication — Newspaper article.—(ilbert v. 
Star Newspaper Co., CH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 9 

2. Nuisance—Injunction or damagee—Lord Cairns’ Act—Injury 
——- .—BShelfer v. City of London Electric Lighting Co., APP., 

3. Nuisance by noise—Nuisance from acts of several persons.— 
Lambton v. Mellish, CH D. CHITTY, J., we 

Bee also Contract, 3; Copyright, 1 , 2; Covenant; Landlord 

and Tenant, 2; Practice, 18 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1. Account duty—Voluntary disposition—‘‘ Gift” inter vivos— 
Release of mortgage debt—Oovenant to pay annuity to releasor— 
Benefit to donor by contract —Customs and ue Acts, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 12), s. 38, sub-section 2 (a), and 1889 (52 & 
53 Vict. c. 7), s. 11, sub- section 1.—Attorney-General v. Worrall, 
ApP., §.J, 58; W.R. 118 

2. Account duty—Volunteers—Marriage er ge wes of 
widow by former marriage—Whether such children when bene- 
ficiaries are volunteers—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, s. 
38, sub-section 2 (a), (c)—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889, 
8. 11.—Attorney-General v. Jacobs- Smith, 9.8 D., §.J. 167 

3. Income tax— Assessment—Appeal —Schedule returned by 
appellant—Discretion of commissioners to call for verification on 
oath—Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), ss. 122, 123, 124, 
125.—Reg. v. Chew, app., §.J. 8 

4. Income tax—Deductions—Cost-book mining Foe y—Ex- 
penditure for sinking new shaft—Capital and profi me Tax 
Act (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 100, Schedule D, =a 3.—Morant v. 
Wheal Grenville Mining Co., 0.B.D., 8.J. 82 

5. Income tax—Fines upon renewals of leases — T. 
deposit at interest—Productive capital—5 & 6 Vict. o. 35 








— A, rule 2, fifth head.—Mostyn (Lord) v. London, 0.3.D., 

6. Income tax—Foreign businees— Foreign resident 
abroad— gre pong * nie Uleited Hinge 
dom—Fi to income tax in the name of 
agents—Assessment of of Income 
Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), ss. 41, 44— 


=. ‘g Vict. c. 34), s. 2, Schedule D.—Grainger v. Gough, arr., 
184 


4 Income eg Pte English company 
and man: —Profits — abroad yor hinge! 
remitted to Rar a the vn —5 & 6 Vict. 


©. 35, 8. 100, Schedule D, fifth case—1 ei hs 

Schedule D.—Denver Hotel Co. v. Andrews, San Paulo Railway Co. 

v. Carter, 0.B.D., 8.5.99; W.R. 109 
Prosecution 


"1 & 8 Geo. 4, ©. 53, 6. 71—Inland 
Revenue Regulation Act, 1890 e ; 64 Vict. ©. 21), ss. 21 (1), 24, 
27.—Dyer v. Tully, @.3.D., W. 


9. Stamp duty— t La the 
nature of Py Agrecent rvreng Sree ter? 
security for a sum of money Stamp Act, 1801 { H & 55V 


39), Schedule I.—Sweetmeat Automatic Delivery Co 
Revenue Commissioners, Q.B.D., §.J. 97 


INTEREST— 
See Company, 10; Mortgage, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


INTERPRETATION ACT, 1889— 
See Local Government, 3 


JOINTURE— 
Settlement—Jointure rent-c on income—Arrears 
wi — to sell corpus.—Hambro v. Hambro, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
kt. 92 


JUSTICES— 

1, Mandamus—Licensing a) —Justices at quarter sessions— 
Costs—Discretion of justices—. act—9 4, c. 61, 6. 29 
—11 & 12 Vict. o. 43, s. 7—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 
43 Vict. c. 49), 8. 3i—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1884 (47 & 48 
beg c. 43), 8. 6.—Reg. v. London Justices, .B.D., 8.J, 114 

2. Quarter sessions —Practice—Taxation of costs out of sessions 
—Consent—Commencement of proceedings— Prosecution with ‘‘ due 
diligence ”—22 & 23 Vict. c. 40, ss. be 4—12 & 13 Vict. o. 45, 8. 8.— 
Midland Railway Oo. v. Edmonton U: ute, 2 APP., peewee + a 179 

3. Summary conviction— Penal ae av 
cab fare—Criminal offenoe--Town olice Chee i a et 1847 (10 
Vict. c. 89), s. 66—S: Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. 

c. 49), ss. 6, 35—Sammary Jurisdiction 1864 (47 & 48 Vict. oc. 


_ u . 62; W.R. 59 
43), o¢ 4. — hig. w. Torquay J hi ne ive : 


: siecle and TENANT— 


1. Compensation—Im Pe ee sum due to landlord 


for breach of covenant Summary proceedings y gy to 
recover balance—. a 1883 io, & 
’ 


47 Vict. c. 61), ss. 6, wa ae dahee ¥. @.B.D., 5.J. 100 
beds, 205 
. Lease—Covenant—“ Building ”—‘* Annoyance ”—Injunction. 
— Wood v. Cooper, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R, 201 : 
3. Lease—Notice of determination of notice—Op- 
tion—Alternative.— Bury v. ose gal @.B.D., W.R. 203 


4. Yearly tenancy—Notice to of commence- 
ment of term—Validity.—Si _ Hi app., §.J. 165 
See also Limitations, Statute of, 1; Settled 3 


LAND REGISTRY— 


Land securities company—Securities be oes aeeg oY 
Power of court to order re-delivery— Act, 
1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 78), ss. 10, 16, 41, 46— Debenture 

Amendment) Act, 1870 33 & 34 a ©. 20), ss. 7-10,—Somerset v. 

nd Securities Co., APP. RK. 132 


LANDS CLAUSES ACT — 


See Arbitration; Settled Land, 1 


See Maintenance 


LIGHT— 


See Easement 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTE of— 


1. Building agreement—Builder entitled to lease at C 
rent—Possession under No lease granted— Right 
of lessor to enter— t at @ 4 Will. 4.0 27, 5. 2, 7, 15, 
ree. es App., W.R. 3 

2. Contingent interest 


ee ee 


in land—Change crested by will—Remedy 
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6 DIGEST. (Pres io) 
of entitled—Sale or mortgage, not foreclosure—‘‘ Present | ployer to exhibit notice as to number of working hours—Li 


it to receive ” moneys charged—Real Property Limitation Act, 
w . (37 & 38 Vict. c. 74), ss. 1, 2, 8.—Owen, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 
55 


3. Creditor holding bonds as security for loan—Agreement to 
i as we on realization of security—Sale of bonds—21 Jac. 

» © 16.—Barker, Ex parte, McDermott v. Boyd, arr., W.R. 20 
See also Mortgage, 2; Trustee, 3 

LIS PENDENS— 

Personal estate—Choses in action — Book debts — Injunction— 
Receiver—Notice—Judgments Act, 1839 (2 & 3 Vict. c. 11), 8. 7.— 
Wigram v. Buckley, arp., W.R. 147 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 

1. County council—Music and dancing licence—Disqualification 

of members of council by opposition to licence or by bias—Judicial 
ings.—Reg. v. London County Vouncil, a.B.D., 8.3. 63 

2. ‘‘Owner”’—Abatement of nuisance—Public Health (London) 
Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), ss. 4, 141.—Z'ruman, Hanbury, & 
Co. v. Kerslake, .3.D., W.R. 111 

3. Owner—Married woman—Rates—Arrangement with over- 
seers—Recovery of rates—Warrant of distress and commitment— 
43 Eliz. c. 2—12 & 13 Vict. c. 14, s. 2—Metropolis Local Manage- 
ment Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), s. 161—Poor Rate Assess- 
ment and Collection Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 41), ss. 3, 4— 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 49), ss. 6, 35, 50 
—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75), s. 1, 
sub-section 2—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 
43), ss. 5, 7, 10—Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), s. 
13, sub-section 11,—Allen, Re, 9.B.D., W.R, 141 

4, ‘Owner ”’—Trustees of settled land—Drainage expenses— 
Repairs—Public Health Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63), 8. 2.— 
Barney, Re, Harrison v. Barney, CH.D, STIRLING, J.. W.R. 105 

5. Street—Building line—‘“‘ Front main wall ’’—‘ Building on 
either side in the same street ’’—Public Health (Buildings in Streets) 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 52), s. 3.—Reg. v. Ormesby Local Board, 
Q.B.D., W.R, 96 

6. Street—Notice by urban authority to frontager to sewer, &c. 
—Notice partly within and partly in excess of jurisdiction—Lia- 
bility under—Apportionment of expenses, when conclusive—Public 
Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 150, 257.—Derby (Mayor 
of) v. Grudgings, 2.B.D., W.R. 74 

also Metropolis, 9; Water, 2, 3 


LOCKE KING’S ACT— 
See Administration, 2 


LORD’S DAY— 

Observance—Action for penalty—Sunday lecture—Keeper of 
house or place opened for public entertainment— Person managing 
or conducting entertainment—Lord’s-day Observance Act, 1781 
(21 Geo. 3, c. 49), ss. 1, 2.—Reid v. Wilson, Q.B.D., W.R. 47; APP., 
8.J. 94; W.R. 161 


LUNACY— 

1. New trustees—Appointment—Exercise on behalf of lunatic— 
Vesting of right to call for transfer of stock—Lunacy Act, 1890.— 
Shortridge, Re, tun., §.J. 134 

2. Practice—Master in Lunacy—Title of order—Securities in 
books of the Bank of England—Appointment by master of 
receiver of dividends—No transfer of securities into court—Juris- 
diction to make order—-Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5), ss. 116, 
120, 138—Lunacy Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 65), s. 27, sub-section 
4—Rules in Lunacy, 1892.—Browne, Re, tun., W.R, 175 

See also Practice, 1 


MAINTENANCE— 
Action of libel—Defamation of two persons—Action brought by 
one maintained by other—Common interest.— Alabaster v. Harness, 
App., W.R. 196 


MARGARINE— 
See Adulteration. 


MARRIED WOMAN— 

1, Contract before marriage — Personal liability—Judgment— 
Order 14.—Robinson & Co. v. Lynes, a.3.D., W.R. 62 

2. Practice—Costs—Restraint on anticipation—Form of order— 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), 8. 2.— 
Davies v. Treharris Brewery Co., CH.D. CHITTY, J., $.J. 59 

3. Separate estate — Restraint upon anticipation — Arrears of 
income—Receiver.—Pillers v. Edwards, arp., §.J. 96 

4. Separate property—Restraint on anticipation—Costs of action 
—Married Women’s Property Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), s. 2. 
—Godfrey, Re, Thorne-George v. Godfrey, APP., 8.J. 200 

See also Bankruptcy, 6, 14; Local Government, 3 


MASTER and SERVANT— 


Hammond v. Pulaford, 9.B.D., 8.J. 181 
METROPOLIS— 


plaint within six months—Metropolis Management Amendment 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), ss. 85, 107—S Convictions 
Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 11.—Zondon County Council y, 
Worley, 9.B.D., W.R. 11 

2. Building—Wooden structure or erection of a movable or 
temporary character—Wooden building erected for the purpose of 
exhibition and sale—Metropolis ment and Building Acts 
Amendment Act, 1882 (45 Vict. c. 14), s. 13.—LZondon County 
Council v. Humphreys, 2.B.D., W.R. 13 

8. Defacement of driver’s licence—Jurisdiction of police magis- 
trate—‘‘ Matter of complaint ’”’—Evidence of loss and damage— 
Metropolitan Carriages Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86), ss. 8, 22.—Norris v. 
Birch, 9.B.D., §.J. 201 

4. Footway—Apportionment of expense of flagging—Land extra 
commercium—Owner under Metropolis Management Act, 1855 (18 
& 19 Vict. c. 12), s. 250—Metropolis Open Spaces Act, 1877 (40 & 
41 Vict. c. 5) 8. -~-Ssleepalle Management Amendment Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 54), s. 1.—St. Mary’s, Islington, Vestry v. 
Cobbett, Q.B.D., §.J. 10; W.R. 44 

5. Local government— ‘‘ Owner ’’ — ‘‘ Occupier ” —Intermediate 
tenant—‘‘The person . . . receiving the rack-rent ’—‘‘ Agent 
or trustee ’—* Beneficial owner ”—Liability for paving—Metro- 
polis Local Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c, 120), ss. 105, 
250.— Walford v. Hackney Board, Q.B.D., W.R. 110 

6. Local government—Streets and footways—Duty to clean— 
Penalty—Action for damages by person injured through non- 
feasance—Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), 
. ne v. Holborn Board of Works, 9.3.D., 8.J. 11; 

-R. 26 

7. Sewer—‘' Drain’ —Drainage of arcade—Liability to repair— 
‘* Premises within the same curtilage ’”’—Metropolis Management 
Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), s. 250.—Saint Martin in Fields 
Vestry v. Bird, Q.B.D., W.R. 8; App., §.J. 131; W.R. 194 

8. Vestryman—Qualification—Occupation—Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act, 1855.—Hiltun v. Haynes, Q.B.D., §.J. 12 

9. Vestrymen—-Qualification—Rating and occupying—Ceasing to 
occupy—Penalty—Vacancies caused by death or otherwise—Metro- 
polis Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), ss. 6, 10, 
54—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 79, sub- 
sections 8,"10.—Reg. v. Williams, Visger, Ex parte, Q.B.D., W.R. 140 

See also Local Government, 3 


MORTGAGE— 

1. Foreclosure—Order absolute—Opening foreclosure—Applica- 
Hy three years after order.—Abdy v. Brown, OH.D. CHITTY, J., 

J. 10 

2. Reversionary interest—Proviso for redemption on payment of 
principal with interest—Covenant for payment of interest half- 
yearly—Arrears of interest—Limitations, Statute of—Real Property 
Limitation Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27), s.42.—Turner, Re, 
Turner v. Spencer, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 59; W.R. 153 

See also Land Registry; Practice, 9; Principal and Surety; 
Settlement, 2; Solicitor, 3, 5 


MORTMAIN.— 
See Charity, 4 


NATIONAL DEBT— 
See Will, 7 


NEGLIGENCE— 


Damage by overflow of water from premises of adjoining occupier 
—Liability of adjoining occupier. —Gill v. Edouin, Q.B.D., 8.J. 98 


NUISANCE— 
See Injunction, 2, 3; Water, 1 


PARTNERSHIP— 

1. Practice—Parties—Dissolution—Rights of persons nominated 
to succeed to shares in the {partnership.—Zhrmann v. Ehrmann, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J.. W.R. 125 

2. Principal and surety—Banker and customer—Release of surety 
—Giving time—Retiring er—Partnership debt—Covenant to 
indemnify.— Rouse v. Bradford Banking Co., H.L., W.R. 78 

See also Bankruptcy, 7; Practice, 30; Solicitor, 3 
PATENT— 

Action for infringement—Dismissed with costs, plaintiff offering 
no evidence—Certificate that particulars of objections were reason- 
able and proper—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s. 


29, sub-section 6.~-Mandleberg v. Morley, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 





Employer—Young persons employed in shops—Neglect of em- 
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fo penalties Shop Hours Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. 0. 62) ss. 4, 5. | 


+ 1, Building—Erection of buildings of excessive height—Con- | 
tinuation of building—Penalties for a continuing offence—Com- ~ 
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POOR LAW— 

1. Pauper in receipt of outdoor relief — Reimbursement of 
guardians on death of pauper—Ordinary creditors—Poor Law Act, 
1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 103), ss. 16, 17.—Zaver v. Chesterfield Union, 
.B.D., §.J. 11; W.R. 25 a 

2. Rating--Appeal—Costs—Assessment committee appearing as 
respondents—Consent of guardians—Condition precedent—Union 
Assessment Committee Amendment Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. 39), 
s. 2.—Reg. v. Essex Justices, app., $.J. 57; W.R. 183 

See also Local Government, 3 


POWER— 

1. Appointment—-Objects of power “‘ relations” of illegitimate 
and childless wife — Appointment amongst children of her 
‘‘brothers and sisters” — Validity — Exclusive or non-exclusive 
power—Powers Law Amendment Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 37), 
8s. 1.—Deakin, Re, Starkey v. Eyres, OH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 70 

2. Appointment—Special power—Execution—General bequest— 
Intention—Evidence.—/Tuddlestone, Re, Bruno v. Eyston, cH.p. 
KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 139 

See also Will, 5 


PRACTICE— 

1, Affidavit—Documents annexed—Right of inspection—Lunatic 
—Committee—Final discharge—-Documents relating to lunatic’s 
estate.—Hinchliffe, Re, LuN., 8.3. 25; W.R. 82 

2. Amendment — Order passed and ‘entered —Jurisdiction— 
R, 8. C., 1883, ord, 28, r. 11.—Preston Banking Co. v. Allsup, aPrr., 
$.J. 113 

3. ee to appeal—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 52—Judi- 
cature (Procedure) Act, 1894, s. 1 (b).—Boyd v. Bischoffsheim, Arr., 
8.J.9; W.R. 36 

4, Appeal—Order of judge in chambers upon summons to review 
taxation—Divisional Court—Court of ts ¥ Pa Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), s. 1 (1) (4) (5); B.S. C., 1883, ord. 54, 
r. 23.—Oddy, Re, app., 8.J. 133 

5. Appeal—Order on summons to take out execution—Divisional 
Court or Court of Appeal—‘‘ Matters of practice and procedure ”— 
Judicature (Procedure) Act, 1894 Ay & 58 Vict. c. 16), s. 1, sub- 
sections 4, 5—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 54, r. 23.—Wilson v. Parker, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 180 

6. Appeal—Time for appealing—Special leave—R. 8. C., 1883, 
Age r. 15—R, 8. C., 1893, r. 27.—Budgett v. Budgett, apr., 
W.R. 51 

7. Assignment of debt—Building agreement—Promise by land- 
owner to lend money to ee gy by builder to third 
person—Judicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 25, sub- 
section 6.—May v. Lane, 9.B.D., W.R, 58; app., 8.3. 132; W.R. 
193 

8. Chambers—Motion to discharge order in chambers—Judica- 
ture Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 50—Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Procedure) Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 16), ss, 1, 4.— 
Boake v. Stevenson, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 189 

9. Consent order—Rectification—Mistake—Mo Fixtures 
—Fixtures affixed to freehold—Debentures.—Huddersfield Banking 
Co. v. Lister, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 44 

10. Costs—Judgment—Order for sale of debtor’s interest under 
27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, s. 4—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 70, r. 1; ord. 55, r. 
9b—Petition instead of originating summons—Costs.—Martin & 
Varlow, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 151 

11, Costs—Summons where petition necessary—Payment out to 
one trustee.—Chapman v. Loftus, CH.D. NORTH, J., §,J, 217 

12, Costs—-Taxation—Copy correspondence—Taxing master’s 
discretion—Statute-barred costs—Allowance to trustees.—Budgett 
v. Budgett, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 61; W.R. 167 

13. Costs—Taxation—Draft bill sent to facilitate agreement— 
Common order to tax—Agreed costs.—Hulbert & Crowe, Re, OH.D. 
NORTH, J., $.J. 83 

14. Costs—Taxation—Party and party—Immaterial witness— 
Discretion of taxing master—Ord. 65, r. 27, sub-rule 29.—Oliver v. 
Robins, CH.D, KEKEWIOH, J., 8.J. 61; W.R. 137 

15. Discovery—Interrogatories—Relevancy of to issue in the 
action.— Kennedy v. Dodson, app., 8.J. 216 

16. Evidence—Foreign defendant—-Commission to take evidence 
abroad—Defendant temporarily within jurisdiction.— New v. Burns, 
App., §.J. 58; W.R. 182 

17, Evidence—Judgment debtor—Examination as to means— 
Allowance for expenses—Ord, 37, r. 9—Attachment—Service of 
copy pf affidavits—Ord. 52, r. 4.—Rendell v. Grundy, arp., 8,J. 26; 


18. Injunction—Arbitration—Jurisdiction— Action impeaching 
agreement containing arbitration clause—Liverpool Corn Trade 
Association Rules—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub-section (8).— 
Kitts v. Moore, arr., 8.3.96; W.R, 84 

_19. Interpleader—Sheriff—Goods seized under fi. fa.—Notice 
given to claimant and judgment creditor—Withdrawal of sheriff— 





summons—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 67, rr. 1 (5), 

eg va ae  peaoy bi 8.J. 181 Me 
. JU en’ ive to udgment—Action enforce - 
Breach of alleged 


to live chastely—No dum casta clause— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 14.—7T-—— v. S——, a.B.p., 8.J, 152 

21. Judgment—Service—-Attachment—R. 8. 0., 1883, ord. 41, r. 
5.—Hudson v. Walker, OH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 28 

22. Jurisdiction— ’s Court—Writ of prohibition— Waiver. 
—Lee v. Cohen, aPP., 8.3.27 

23. Onginating summons —Service out of jurisdiction—Sub- 
stituted servi urisdiction—R. 8, C., 1883, ord, 11, r. 1 (c).— 
Townend v. Brandenburg, arp., §.J, 151 

24. Parties—Joinder of plaintiffe—Breaches of contracts with 
different plaintiffs—Action by shippers upon similar bills of lading 
—Ord, 16, r. 1; ord, 18, rr. 1, 8; ord. 70, rr. 1, 2.—Smurthwaite v. 
Hannay, u.t., W.R, 113 

25. Payment into court—“ a > the hands of trustees ””— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord, 55, r. 3 ( Palatine Court of Lancaster, ord. 
48, r. 3 (d).—Nutter v. Holland, arr., W.R, 18 

26. ne of money into court—Liability not denied— Verdict 
for smaller sum—Power to order balance to be paid back to 
defendant—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 22, r. 5 (b).—@ray v. Bartholomew, 
wor, Soe: bb tbh tion—Equitable reversiongry in 

27. iver—-Equitable execution— - 
terest in proceeds of sale of land—Jurisdiction—Judicature Act, 
1873 (36 k 37 Vict. c. 66), s, 25, sub-section 8.— Tyrell v. Painton, 
app., 8.J. 79; W.R. 163 , 

28. Trial—Referee—Rejection of evidence.—Maplin Sands, Re, 
ApP., §.J. 43 

29. Writ—Concurrent writ—Service out of the jurisdiction— 
Irregularity in i mission of word ‘ concurrent ”—Neces- 
sary or proper a BE Bae A cause of action—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 6, rr. 1, 2; ord. 11, r. 1 (a) to (g).—Collins v. North British 
Insurance Co., CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., W.R,. 106 

30. Writ—Service—Action against a firm—Service on 
partner temporarily in England—Judgment for plaintiff in default 
of appearance set aside—Costs—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 48a, rr. 1-3, 8, 
—Agar v. Kaufman, Q.B.D., 8.J, 181 ; 

31. Writ—Service out of the jurisdiction—Proper party to action 
brought against person within the jurisdiction—Action of tort— 
R. 8. O., 1883, ord. 11, r. 1(g).—Williams v. Cartwright, APP., 
W.R, 145 

See also Administration, 3; Admiralty, 1-4; Bankruptoy, 6, 
7; Building Society, 3; Company, 7; ied Woman, 1-4; 
Partnership, 1; Receiver, 1 


PRINCIPAL and SURETY— 


Surety—Mortgage—OCo-sureties—Payment off of mo: debt 
by surety—Right to prove estate of co-surety— tile 
Law Amendment Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. o. 97), s. 5.—Parker, 
Re, Hill v. Morgan, app., W.R. 1 

See also Partnership, 2 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 


See Local Government, 2, 4-6; Metropolis, 6; Water, 2, 3 


RAILWAY— 
1. Bye-law—Validity of—Passenger tra without a ticket 
—Fraudulent intent—Railways Clauses tion Act, 1846 (8 
& 9 Vict. c. 20), ss. 103, 104, 108, 109— of Railways 


Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 57), 8. 5—Statute Law Revision Act, 
1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 19).—Huffam v. North Staffordshire Railway 
Co., Q.B.D., W.R, 28 

2. Compensation—Coal mines lying under or near projected 
railway—Purchase by the company of other strata besides surface 
soil—Railways Clauses ion Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 20), 
88. 77-85.——-London and North-Western Railway Oo. and G ’ 
Arbitration, Re, 0.B.D., W.R. 9 

3. Land taken for i User—Purposes compatible with 
the undertaking—Adjoining owner.—Foster v. London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railway Co., aPP., 8.3.95; W.R. 116 

4. Railway Commission—Jurisdiction—Power to order a railway 
company to build a new station, or to re-open a station which has 
been closed—Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. o. 
31), s. 2.—Darlaston Local Board v. London North-Western 
Railway Co., aPr., W.R. 29 
ght of public bodies to in to PD ss 
ight of - 
ee and Ganal Traffic Act, 1888 (51 52 Vict. c. 25), s. 7.—Man- 
sion House Railway Rates Association v. London and South-Western 
Railway Co., RAILWAY COMMISSION, 8.J, 29 


6. Transfer of Personal covenants— 
Dissolving com: — New com — Specific performance. — 
Fortescue v. iel Railway OH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R, 1 
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1. Practice—Rents and profits of real estate—Recognizance— 
Default—Liability of saretlte—fixhent—Receigt of fire insurance 
money—Income of real estate sold—Personalty received for repairs 
of estate—R. S. C., 1883, Appendix L, Form 21.—Graham v. 
Noakes, OH.D, cuITTY, J., 8.J. 58; W.R. 103 

2. Receiver and manager— Company—Personal liability on con- 
tracts.—Burt v. Bull, arr., 8.3.95; W.R. 180 

See also Lis Pendens ; Practice, 27 


RES JUDICATA— 
Summons withdrawn on payment—Money paid under process of 
law—Right to recover.— Moore v. Fulham Vestry, app., 8.J. 133 
See also Contract, 2; Estoppel 


SETTLED LAND— 
1, Money in court under Lands Clauses Act—Application of— 
Land limited to vicar ‘‘ and his successors ’’—Glebe land—Termin- 
able rent-charges—Redemption of—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 
46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 1, 32—Settled Land Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 
30), s. 1—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. o. 18), 
8. 69.—Castle Bytham (Vicar of), Ex parte, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 

10; W.R, 156 
2. Sale—Several 


arsons constituting one tenant for life— 


Separate solicitors—Costs—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. 
c. 38), s. 2, sub-section 6 ; s. 53—General Order made in pursuance 
of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44), 
Schedule I., Part I.— Smith, Re, Smith v. Lancaster, apr., W.R. 17 

3, Tenant for ae er ene by lessee to spend 


specified sum in repairs—Set Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. o. 
38), ss. 2 (10) (iii.), 6, 8 (i.), 63—Settled Land Act, 1884 7 & 48 
Vict. o. 18), 8. 7 (1).—Daniell’s Settled Estate, Re, arp., W.R, 133 


SETTLEMENT— 

1. Contingent remainder—Power of maintenance inapplicable 
thereto—Executory limitation.—Hartmann’s Settlement, Re, OH.D. 
CHITTY, J., 8.J. 9 

2. Equitable tenant for life—Right to possession—Title deeds— 
Mortgage—Form of application—New trustees.— Newen, Re, Newen 
v. Barnes, OH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 58 

8, Equity to a settlement—Bankruptcy of husband—Discharge 
—Discretion—Small fund.—Howard, Re, Howard v. Howard, CH.D. 
KEKEWIOH, J., 8.J, 135 

4. Issue—Ilegitimate child en ventre sa mére.—Shaw, Re, Robin- 
gon v. Shaw, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 43 

5. Post-nuptial settlement — Covenant to settle— Arrears of 
annuity.— Tweedale v. Tweedale, OH.D, NORTH, J, §.J, 134 

See also Bankruptcy, 14, 15; Jointure. 


SHERIFF— 
See Bankruptcy, 1; Practice, 19 
1. Charter-party—Demurrage—Lay days—‘‘ Days,”’ meaning of. 
—" Katy,” The, arv., 8.3, 165. 
2. Maritime lien—Disbursements— Liabilities incurred by master 
-—Home Merchant Shipping Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 46), 
8. 1.—*"‘ Orienta,”’ The, arr., 8.J. 165 
SOLICITOR— 

1, County court—Right of audience.—Cotirell v. Great Western 
Railway Co., OXFORD COUNTY ocouURT, §.J, 116 

2. Permitting unqualified person to use name—Punishment— 
Discretion of court—Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), s. 32. 
—Kelly, Re, Incorporated Law Society, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 8.3. 115; 
W.B. 191 

3. Partnership—Fraud of partner—Mortgage transaction --Lia- 
bility of firm— t authority—Partnership Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vict. c. 39), s. 11.—Rhodes y. Moules, avp., 8.3. 44; W.R. 99 

4. Professional misconduct—Negligence—Duty to advise clients 
as to any legal responsibility—Discretion of the court as to 

uentum of punishment for not so doing—Losses to trust fund— 
Meslatetiy Incirpcrsted Law Society, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 8.J. 219 

5. Remuneration—Deduction of iis Saxtenae—Ssestohle— 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44), General 
wat | anid I., Part 1.—Welby y. Still, cH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 

6. Remuneration—Lease— ment for lease—Lessor’s solici- 
tor—Item bill—Taxation by lessee—Scale—Counterpart—Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—General Order, 

1882, Schedule I., Part Il.—Negus, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 
. 29; W.R. 68 
Bee also Settled Land, 2 


TITHE— 
‘Recovery of redemption-money— Valuer employed by the com- 
missioners—Tithe rent-charge—Jurisdiction—County court—Tithe 





Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 8), s. 10, sub-section 4—Tithe © 
mutation Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 93), s. 39.—Reg. v. Pat 
Q.B.D., 8.J. 28; W.R. 127 


TRADE NAME— : o 
1. Company—Name calculated to deceive—Striking ‘out par 
graph of affidavit.— National Folding Box and Paper Co. v. Natia 
Folding Box Co., CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 156 
2. Trade-mark—Accurate description of goods—Application im 7 
trade to plaintiff's goods—Right to exclusive use—Likelihood of 7 
deceiving purchasers—Intention to deceive.—Reddaway v. Banham, 
ApP., §.J. 131 a 


TRUSTEE— 4 

1, Costs—Unreasonable acts—Vexatious and unjustifiable con.” 
duct—Liability for costs thereby incurred.—Chapman, Re, Freeme 

v. Parker, app., §.J. 217 > 

2. Reducing number—Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. ¢. 53).—= 

Oddy v. Hardcastle, cH.D. NoRTH, J., 8,J,. 134 4 

3. Trust, express or constructive—Guardian, acting as—Es r 

by conduct—Keal Property Limitation Act (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27),7 

8. 25.—Price v. Phillips, cH.D. currry, J., $.J. 97 4 

See also Lunacy, 1; Practice, 12, 25; Settlement, 2; Will, 1 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 4 
1. Conditions of sale—Condition that defect in prior title, whether — 

ap ing in abstract or not, shall not be objected to—Defect in 
rior title discovered aliwnde—Action for recovery of deposit.— ~ 
‘ational Provincial Bank of England and Marsh’s Contract, Re, O8.D, — 
NORTH, J., §.J. 43; W.R. 186 
2. Interest on purchase-money — Wilful default.— Wilson and ~ 

Stephens’ Contract, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 23 
See also Company, 6 


WATER— 

1, Waterworks—Highway—Nuisance—Service pipe to private © 
house—Stop-cock and cover in street—Cover out of repair—Lia- ~ 
bility to public—Fylde Waterworks Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. ¢, 
clin \—charwesin Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 17), 6. 28— — 
Waterworks Clauses Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Vict. 0. 03), 8. 17.—Chap- 
man v. Fylde Waterworks Oo., arp., W.R. 1 

2. Waterworks company—Local government—Restriction on 7 
construction of waterworks by local authority—Public Health Act, — 
1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), as. 4, 51, 52—“ Waterworks "—“‘ Com- © 
mencing to construct.”—Cleveland Water Co, v. Redcar Local Board, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 90 

3. Waterworks—Sanitary authority—Water used to flush sewers 
—Supply of water—Local government—Public Health Act, 1875 
(38 & 39 Vict. o. 55), ss. 61, 52.—West Surrey Waterworks Co. ¥. 
Chertsey Union, CH.D. NORTH, 5., W.R, 6 

See also Negligence 


WEIGHTS and MEASURES— 

1, Measure ‘‘for use for trade’’—‘‘ False or unjust”— Milk © 
churns used on ere and Measures Act, 1878 (41 & 42 
Vict. o. 49), 8. 25.—Harris v. London County Council, 9.8.D., 8.5, 
135 

2. Vehicle carrying coal for sale or delivery—Short weight— | 
Liability—Representation by the seller--Weights and Measures — 
Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 21), s. 29.—Franklin v. Godfrey, @.B.D., 

RK, 46 ; 


WILL— 

1. Construction—Bequest of residue of leasehold property to © 
trustees upon certain trusts— Repairs—Income— Corpus.— Debney v. - 
Eckett, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 44; W.R. 54 

2. Construction—Devise to a for life with remainder to 
her heirs-at-law—Gavelkind lands—Heirs in gavelkind—Sheiley’s © 
case.— Barrett, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 9 7 

3. Construction—Disentailing—Resettlement—Money to be in- © 
vested in land—Hereditament—Equitable conversion.—Basset vy. 
St. Levan, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 80; W.R. 165 

4. Construction—Failure of issue—Die without leaving any male 
issue—Estate tail or estate in fee simple—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), 
s. 29.—Edwards v. Edwards, 08.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 169 

5. Construction—Power or trust—Power to wife to appoint fund 
to such of testator’s relatives as she should think pro Life 
interest in fund given to wife—Wife appointed residuary legateo— 
Release by wife of power of Lg maces gl not entitled to 
the fund absolutely.— Brierley v. Brierley, arr., W.R. 36 

6. Executor—Legacy to executor— Debt due by executor to 
testator—Unsigned testamentary paper—Intention.—Hyslop, Re, 
Hyslop v. Chamberlain, OH.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 6 

7. Legacy—Demonstrative legacy—Gift of £10,000 New 3 per 
Cent. Bank Annuities—Codicil—Conversion—National Debt (Con- 
version) Act, 1888 (51 Vict. c. 2), s. 25, sub-section 2.—Shepherd, 
Re, Churchill v. St. George’s Hospital, 8#.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 95 

See also Administration, 4; Charity, 3,4; Domicil; Power, 2. 
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